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LIBRARY ROLE AND SCOPE
“The individual under consideration should describe 
efforts, if any, to provide access to scholarship 
without barriers of cost or licensing. “Open Access” 
to scholarship, underlying data, or other artifacts of 
the research process is recognized as a meaningful 
contribution to the field. “


TRUST AND PRESTIGE
•Trust = Power, privilege, prestige

https://www.flickr.com/people/skinnylawyer
/
Scholarly Communication and Trust

https://www.flickr.com/photos/jessicamullen
“the old tradition is the willingness of 
scientists and scholars to publish the fruits of 
their research in scholarly journals without 
payment, for the sake of inquiry and 
knowledge. The new technology is the 
internet.” 
“Print encourages a sense of closure, a 
sense that what is found in a text has 
been finalized, has reached a state of 
completion. This sense affects literary 
creations and it affects analytic 
philosophical or scientific work … The 
printed text is supposed to represent the 
words of an author in definitive or ‘final’ 
form.” 
https://link.springer.com/journal/40192
pga 02737 //hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/pga.02737
Red-Ridinghood and the wolf
Beard, W. H, artist
INFRASTRUCTURE AND ITS 
FRACTURE/COST/SUSTAINABILITY
Harris & Ewing, photographer
1936
hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/hec.33781
HUMAN EFFORT (TIME AND 
OUTREACH)
Horydczak, Theodor, approximately 1890-1971, photographer
//hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/thc.5a42421
ATTITUDES AND PERCEPTIONS

POLICIES AND THEIR 
ENFORCEMENT/LACK OF
Wolcott, Marion Post, 1910-1990, photographer
//hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/fsa.8c16196
PROFIT MOTIVE OF PUBLISHERS IN A 
FIELD THAT DOESN’T LIKE TO TALK 
ABOUT PROFIT

THE (OVER)PROMISE OF IR
“capture all of your institution’s output here” 
“increase citations” 
“use downloads/page views as a proxy for use” 
“researchers will deposit their own work”
“IRs will solve the journal crisis very quickly”
What to do?

“protect in as effective and uniform a manner as 
possible the rights of authors over their literary 
and artistic works.” 

An example of differing restrictions based on mandates or 
policies from the Sherpa Romeo database reads:
• Voluntary deposit by author of authors postprint allowed on 
institution’s open scholarly website including Institutional 
Repository, without embargo, where there is not a policy or 
mandate.
• Deposit due to Funding Body, Institutional and 
Governmental policy or mandate only allowed where 
separate agreement between repository and the publisher 
exists.
• Permitted deposit due to Funding Body, Institutional and 
Governmental policy or mandate, may be required to comply 
with embargo periods of 12 months to 48 months,
If a publisher must impose restrictions on green open 
access copies of journal articles, they should ensure that 
those restrictions and stipulations are:
•Clear:Author’s rights for reuse and reposting should be 
clear, correct, and machine readable.
Consistent:Any restrictions or compliance 
instructions should be easily found and 
consistent across publishers, journals, and 
within fields. Publishers should have a set rule 
across their journals and make it clear if there 
is a variation (which should be avoided). 
Embargoes should be consistent as well, in 
length and across platforms.
Reasonable: Journals should not ask for a 
postprint version to be posted if the only 
“postprint” they provide the author is in a 
web system and never a complete file.
Fair: Journals should not punish (or attempt 
to persuade to pay open access charges) 
authors who are publishing with open 
access mandates from their funder or 
institution. There should not be differences 
between posting in an institutional 
repository and a personal webpage.
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